THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 67] 871 


| Sept. 15, 1923 


——————— 

















LEGAL & GENERAL 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 


Head Office: 
10, Fleet Street, London, E.C.4. 


Near Temple Bar. 


£ 1,000,000 
£160,000 
- £15,000,000 


Subscribed Capital 
Paid-up Capital 


Assets exceed 


ALL CLASSES OF INSURANCE 
TRANSACTED, EXCEPT MARINE. 


General Manager : 


W. A. WORKMAN, F.LA. 

















Che Solicitors’ Fournal 
and Weekly. Reporter. 


(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
LONDON, SEPTEMBER 15, 1923. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE. 





£2 12s.; by Post, £2 14s.; Foreign, £2 16s. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 


*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 
GENERAL HEADINGS. 
CURRENT Topics 7 run WAR OFFICH AND LULWORTH 


RECENT DEVELOPMENTS OF MERCAN- Ovi 
PHE SALARIES OF CIVIL SERVANTS...,. 88 


TILE LAW: DAMAGES 
INTERNATIONAI LAW: BUSINESS NAMES ACT PROSECUTION... 88 
BELLUM STATUS 75 STOCK EXCHANGE PRICES OF CERTAIN 

‘ ma PRUSTEE SECURITIES 
REVIEWS ‘ COMPANIES 
CORRESPONDEN( ‘4 LEGA 
NEW RULES 


SOCIETIES BANKRUPTCY NOTICE 


Current Topics. 


Vacation Rumours and Judicial Appointments. 

WE NoTIcE that a contemporary in the Daily Press has been 
improving the Long Vacation by substituting for Lord Cave 
in the Chancellorship—of course on the ground of health—a 
learned Lord Justice (portrait accompanying) whom we will 
not further identify than by saying that he is equally famous for 
his services in the cause of prisoners during the war and in 
attempting to get fair play for ex-enemy aliens, and for the 
learning and subtlety of his judgments. Of course, our contem- 
porary has a selection for the Mastership of the Rolls, and we 
gather that one of the Law Officers may be made a Judge to 
create a vacancy for somebody else who has friends insisting 
on his promotion. Unfortunately the Lord Chancellor has been 
ill, and unfortunately the Long \ on has seen a very 
unexpected vacancy in the Mastership of the Rolls. There is 
that much of fact in the case. But the accounts of Lord CavE are 
favourable and there is no reason to fill up the Rolls till the 
Courts re-assemble. Speculation of this nature is always idle. 
There is, however, one point to be kept in mind should Lord Cave 
be unable to resume his duties. Whoever is Lord Chancellor 
will have the final responsibility for the Law of Property Con- 
solidation Bills, and this, in size and complexity, is one of the 
greatest legislative tasks ever undertaken. If circumstances 
necessitate a change, the next Lord Chancellor should, like 
Lord Cave, have a practical knowledge of conveyancing. 


The Authority of the League of Nations. 

THERE HAS NEVER been any question that Italy was bound 
by the Covenant of the League of Nations, which is an integral 
part of the Treaty of Versailles and the other Peace Treaties, 
to submit the dispute with Greece arising out of the murder of 
the Boundary Commissioners on the Albanian frontier to the 
Council of the League before resorting to war. But the League 
is still in its infancy; it lacks the adhesion of several leading 
States ; and it is perhaps a matter of satisfaction that the repudia- 
tion of the authority of the League which Italy threatened under 
its present de facto Government—how soon an insurrectionary 
Government becomes de jure we need not here inquire—has for the 
time been avoided by the joint operation of the Council and the 
Conference of Ambassadors. Unfortunately the crime at Janina 
was followed by the killing of children at Corfu, and which was 
the greater crime it may be hard to say. The killing of persons 
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( an international character has always been con- 
sidered an exceptionally serious offence. The killing of children— 
under the circumstances 
bombardment of Corfu-—se¢ equally serious ; and 
yet, so far as we the Council of the League and the Conference 
demanding no punishment for this crime. 
Probably it would be useless to demand it, for as Lord BIRKENHEAD 


or any other persons for that matter 


ms to b 


has been t ! American Bar Association, International Law 
Is } owina irlou it A year ago at the meeting of the 
Int ttional Law Association at Buenos Aires, Dr. HuGH BELLor 
read a paper on a Permanent International Criminal Court. His 
propo ils, whicl ere based on the crimescommitted during the 
late war, went.too far for me of his hearers, and he conciliated 
them by 1 ng tl jurisdiction to crimes arising out of 
breache of the laws of war. But when so-called civilization is 
ripe for it, such a Court would be the suitable means of dealing 
with crimes like those committed against the Boundary Com- 


mission and t Corfu children. (he Permanent Court of 
International Justice is already in operation to the great 


advantage of the world. 
The Motor Peril. 

SOME DAY, PERHAPS, the Ministry of Transport will seriously 
take in hand 1 juestion of preserving the safety of the public 
ind the menith of the high road nst the attack of a not 
incon d b] nun by r of motor car driver and motor-cyclists 

t] le r breed without the law.’ We have from time to 
til | | attenti to the matter, and the Ministry was fre- 


n the House of Commons last session, 
but their answers showed a singular want of appreciation of the 


real po hey declined to recognize dangers which are 
patent to ( se and had two stereotyped replies ; first 
there is a | 1 limit which it is the duty of the local authorities 

id the pol to enfor nd secondly, there is the Report of 
the Depart: tal Committee on Motor Traffic, to some parts of 
which legislativi ffect may be give ome day referring no 
doubt to the iner of penalties for reckless driving, for the 
tbolition of the | limit which was also suggested is out of 
the question. But Ministry of Transport appears to disclaim 


t local authorities and the 
The result 1s seen in the continual lists of 


any aut} or! 


deat] l x larg ly children——with which the Press 
teems. Ref for instance, to The Times of 16th July, we 
see the heading “* Week-end Motor Accidents. Seven persons 
} I] i i tha ! voing on ill t} tim notwithstanding the 
recent a vity of the police in prosecuting for dangerous driving. 


killed 


A return published this week shows that 171 persons wet 
| Mav and June in street accidents 


1 
in L ndon ation 


Another aspect of the matter. the nuisance caused by motor 
cycles ind these both as regards speed and noise, are now 
rl il l | | ib] nt ieigh bourhood of any main road 


was the subject of a letter by Lord Parmoor to The Times 


(Sth inst.) It ha f course, called forth replies, but the replies 


do not explain away the patent facts. Among DE QuINCEY’s 
Essays will be found one entitled “ The Vision of Sudden Death.” 
That was based on an incident of a stage coa h to which anything 
like a speed of twenty miles an hour was impossible. He would 


had lived to-day, when 
that speed. 


rilling subject if he 


have had ! re 


| | r 1 
the motor criminal thinks nothing of doubl 


The Revision of Season Ticket Rates. 


MucH DISCUSSION has gone in the Press as to the action of 
the Railway Companies in preparing a revision of season ticket 
rates. This, however, the companies are under the necessity 
of doing in order to comply with the provisions of the Railways 


Act, 1921. In 


March the Railway Rates Tribunal considered 
the methods whi he followed in order to comply with 
the sections of the Act, 1921, relating to rates and 
charge At that time the ra lway 
charges for season tickets were not on any uniform basis, and they 
desired to be in the position of retaining power to continue the 


companies explained that the 











present system of charging, which had been evolved in order 
to meet the varying circumstances found on the various systems 
and had fulfilled its purpose satisfactorily. But, in delivering 
the judgment of the Tribunal, the President observed :- 
‘Hitherto, outside the areas covered by their express charging 
powers, the companies have had what they calla ‘free hand,’ and 
they have been able, by virtue of their general power of accepting 
traffic and charging for it, to make such charges as in their discretion 
they deem just and reasonable, and it is in this way that they have 
hitherto provided, and, so far as we can see, well provided for season 
ticket charges. In the view of the Tribunal the Railways Act 
obliged the companies to submit a standard scale of charges for season 
tickets. . . . They were of opinion that as the companies are proposing 
to conduct season ticket business in the future as in the past upon the 
basis of a commuted payment or charge and desire to do it in the 
freest possible way that the Act allows, and as that business is a 
which appears now to imvolve ‘scale charges’ and 
‘exceptional charges,’ they are compelled to insert a ‘standard 
charge ’ for it in the schedule.” 
It seems clear, therefore, that the railway companies have been 
compelled to prepare a standard scale of charges for season 
tickets in order to conform with the requirements of the Railways 
Act, and to enable them to continue to conduct season ticket 
business on similar lines to that which has obtained in the past. 


* business ’ 


Food Purity. 

In Lterrers to The Times of 10th and 13th inst., Dr. James 
OLIveER calls attention to the standard of purity of food estab- 
lished in the United States under the Federal Food and Drugs 
Act, and compares it with our system under the Act of 1875, 
and subsequent statutes, to the disadvantage of the latter. 
The Act of 1875 forbids generally any adulteration of an article 
of food so as to render it injurious to health, but this may be a 
different matter from keeping the quality of food up to a given 
standard of purity. Dr. OLtver says that America has devoted 
and is devoting the closest attention to the purity of all food 
products meant for its own domestic use, the inference being 
that the standard of purity is fixed for a much wider list of 
articles than here. With us it seems to be confined to milk 
The practical bearing of this as regards imports 
from America depends on the following regulation, which 
Dr. OxtveR quotes from the Rules and Regulations for the 
Enforcement of the Federal Food and Drugs Act, issued in 
August, 1922, by the United States Department of Agriculture :— 


and butter 


Regulation 27.—\-Articles intended for Export. 

(a) An article of food or drugs intended for export is not adulterated 
or misbranded within the meaning of the Act if it is established by the 
shipper or exporter that the article is prepared or packed according 
to thesspecifications or directions of the foreign purchaser and that no 
substance is used in the preparation or packing thereof in conflict with 
the laws of the foreign country to which the article is intended to be 
shipped. (6) An article intended for export prepared or packed in 
accordance with paragraph (a) of this regulation shall be labelled on 
the outside container or wrapper so as to show that the article is intended 
for export and is prepared or packed in accordance with the specifica- 
tions or directions of the foreign purchaser. This marking is required 
only on an article which otherwise would be classed as adulterated 
or misbranded. (c) An article prepared for export in accordance with 
paragraphs (a) and (6) of this regulation if sold or offered for sale for 
domestic consumption is subject to all the provisions of the Act. 
Thus, articles sent here from the United States need only 

have the quality they would require to have here ; ‘.e., the 
United States can send inferior food to this country unless we 
raise our standards to their level. 


Underwriters and the Tokio Earthquake. 

As IN THE CASE of the recent volcanic eruption at Etna, legal 
practitioners in the Commercial Court are keenly interested in 
noting whether underwriters have sufficiently profited by their 
unfertunate experiences of twenty years ago in the Jamaican 
and the San Fransciscan earthquakes, with the disastrous fires 
which followed, to take the elementary precaution of limiting all 
their liabilities to a comparatively small fraction of any loca 
area. After the great San Franscisco earthquake in 1906 under- 
writers were careful to see that the risk of earthquake-fires was 
specifically excluded from the terms of the ordinary fire policy 











the nat 


mad 
No « 
nam 
the ] 
allia: 
feren 
June 
throt 
by h 
up ir 
lengt 
the t 
whic] 
whic] 
of th 
have 
are b 
discu: 
satisf: 
the n 


Re 


V.~ 


No di 
culate 
if it o 
troubl 
the ca! 
curren 
be by 
doubt 
do SO, 
assessn 
in pra 
The Tra 
foreign 
to the 
Variatic 
ordinar 
Tates a 
specula 
at all iy 
observe 
poem o 
mercile: 
burgh 
But it i 
Now, 








3 

— 
rder 
tems 
‘ring 


rging 
and 
pting 
etion 
have 
ason 
Act 
‘ason 
osing 
n the 
1 the 
is a 
and 
dard 


been 
ison 
vays 
cket 
it. 


MES 
tab- 
rugs 
875, 
ter. 
ticle 
be a 
iven 
ted 
‘ood 
ping 
t of 
nilk 
orts 
hich 
the 
| in 


ated 
the 
ding 
t no 
with 
o be 
1 in 
1 on 
ided 
fica- 
tired 
ated 
with 
» for 


mnly 
the 
we 


egal 
1 in 
heir 
can 
hires 
all 
ocal 
der- 
was 


icys 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 67] 873 








Sept. 15, 1923 


In isolated cases companies have specially accepted the risk for 
an additional premium, but there has been comparatively little 
demand from Japan for this special form of insurance. Of 
tecent years there have been several great fire disasters in Japan, 
one at Tokio in 1922, another at Hakodate in 1921, and yet 
another at Yokohama in 1919. Consequently underwriters have 
had their eyes open to the possibilities of heavy loss in Japan. 
Marine underwriters too, in some of the insurance contracts 
covering shipping in the course of construction, have taken care to 
specially exclude the risk of damage by seismic disturbance. The 
disastrous precedent of 1906, therefore, is not likely to occur 
again. 


A Treaty under the Mandate. 

For THE past six months the Foreign Office has been engaged 
inthe negotiations of a treaty with the Arab monarch, King 
HussE\n of the state of Hedjaz, in order to carry out the promises 
made to our Arab allies during the course of the Great War. 
No doubt the model of Egypt and of Cuba will be followed, 
namely an acknowledgment of independent sovereignty on 
the part of the lesser state accompanied by terms of a permanent 
alliance and the right of military occupation or political inter- 
ference in case or urgent necessity, financial or otherwise. Last 
June King HussE1n submitted to the British Government, 
through his envoy in London, a number of amendments made 
by himself at Mecca to the draft treaty that had been drawn 
up in London. The British Government sent a detailed and 
lengthy reply dealing seriatim with the alterations proposed in 
the treaty by King Hussemy, and setting forth clearly those to 
which the British Government was prepared to agree, and those 
which it was unable to accept. It is believed that about half 
of the Mecca proposals would have been acceptable. Events 
have now progressed so far that, at Mecca, further proposals 
are being made in reference to the articles of the treaty under 
discussion, which it is hoped may lead to the conclusion of a 
satisfactory treaty between Great Britain and the Hedjaz in 
the near future. 








Recent Developments of Mercantile 
Law: Damages. 


V.—The Measure of Damages: Rates of Exchange. 
(Continued from p. 860.) 
No discussion of the manner in which damages are to be cal- 
culated could possibly be complete in these post-bellum days 
if it omitted to consider the principles underlying that most 
troublesome of present-day problems for judge and master, 
the calculation of damages when a sum payable in some foreign 
currency has to be awarded in sterling—as it necessarily must 
be by an English court. Before the war such questions no 
doubt might have arisen quite frequently, but they did not 
do so, and probably the reason was that differences between 
assessment as measured by different principles would seldom 
in practice be sufficiently great to be worth fighting about. 
The rates of exchange, it is true, as between London and each 
foreign country, varied slightly from day to day, according 
to the momentary accidents of supply and demand ; but these 
Variations were so slight as to have no appreciable effect on 
ordinary forensic calculations. In fact, the variations of these 
tates about their par, important as they were to financiers 
speculating in minute differences, were scarcely noticeable 
at all in a normal commercial transaction ; the rate very nearly 
observed the impossible conduct which Monrcomery, in his 
Poem on SaTAN, imputed to rivers, and for which he was so 
mercilessly castigated by Macautay, in the pages of The Edin- 
burgh Review—they ‘‘ meandered level with their founts.” 
But it is needless to say that the war has changed all that. 
Now, when the ceurt has assessed damages in accordance with 


if these damages are in fact payable in a foreign currency, it 
has a further task before it, namely, to convert the sum awarded 
in foreign money into its English equivalent. Here no difficulty 
would ever arise if the value of foreign money in England were 
always the same at every moment of time. If the pound sterling 
were always worth five dollars, or twenty marks or twenty-five 
francs—these are nearly though not quite the pars of exchange 
based on the relative quantities of pure gold in the respective 
coins—then all would be plain sailing. But the pound sterling 
has varied from 3°34 to 4°82 dollars within the past five years, 
and it has undergone much greater variations in franes or lira, 
or marks or roubles. What then is an English court to do when 
called upon to work out in its judgment the calculations we have 
just been mentioning ? 

The courts, of course, might have adopted a plan of extra- 
ordinary daring. They might have boldly held that the con- 
version must always be worked out in terms of the par-of-exchange 
and that variations in value about that par must be neglected. 
Such a rule would have been a “conventional ”’ or “ artificial ” 
mode of measuring damages, not a “natural” rule; but as 
the natural assessment is not feasible, there is a clear case for 
adopting a conventional rule. The one suggested would have 
been the simplest of all rules. It would have had behind it 
a firm basis of strictest logic. In isolated recent cases it would 
have resulted in intolerable hardship; but then the principles 
actually adopted here and there cause cases of extremest hardship; 
no principle can escape that inevitable result in these abnormal 
days. And at one time it almost looked as if this principle 
would be adopted. But the Napoleonic Wars intervened, 
and led to the acceptance of a different rule by judges. In 1805 
it was decided in Cash v. Kennion, 11 Ves. 314, which may be 
called the leading case on this branch of law, that the par of 
exchange is not the proper standard, but that the conversion 
must always be made in an actual rate of exchange prevailing 
at some definite moment in the foreign money markets. | What 
moment is to be adopted, of course, is the crux. 

The Principal Categories of Quantities Judicially Ascertainable. 

Now, a moment’s consideration will show that in practice 
five rather different classes of cases are likely to arise: (1) specific 
debts, (2) debts to be ascertained by the method of taking an 
account at law or in equity between the parties, (3) unliquidated 
damages arising out of breach of contract, (4) unliquidated 
damages sounding in tort, and (5) the value of property detained 
or converted or to be estimated and allowed in account as 
between the parties. It is clear that (1) and (2) are both 
examples of the action of Debt, or Indebitatus Assumpsit, as it 
was called in the old proceedings, and we should expect both to 
be governed by the same principle. On the other hand, (3) and 
(4) are examples of what in the history of the lew are unliquidated 
damages for a trespass on the case; for tort and breaches of 
contract, other than debt or covenant, are in origin and in legal 
principle indistinguishable from one another; Case and 
Assumpsit are one in contemplation of law. We should therefore 
expect similarity in the rule here applied, while expecting it to 
differ somewhat from that applied in the case of Debt. Lastly, 
the final class may belong to either of the others, according to 
the circumstances. For conversion of property is normally 
tortious, and the assessment of the value of the converted 
property is normally a matter of unliquidated damages. But 
the transmutation of property into its equivalent money values 
may have to be made judicially for purposes of some rule of 
Equity, for example, when realty has to be notionally converted 
into a money fund, and in such cases the analogy of Debt and 
Account ought to apply. It will be convenient to consider 
the rules actually applied in decided cases in the light of this 
primary classification of principles. 

Rate of Exchange for Specific or Liquidated Debts. 
It so happens that the elucidiation of the principles applicable 
in the courts commenced with that of specific sums or liquidated 





natural and conventional rules we have been discussing, 
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of accounts between the parties under some rule of Equity. 
The leading case, that of Cash v. Kennion, supra, was a case 
of this kind. Here the plaintiff sought to recover in England 
a debt payable in London, but contracted in Jamaica. In both 
of these places sterling is currency; but since. debts are usually 
discharged by drafts or bankers’ cheques, the operation of supply 
and demand creates slight differences between the value of 
£100 payable in London or in Kingstown on the same day. 
When Jamaica has been exporting sugar heavily, more money 
has to be paid to Jamaica by English merchants than is receivable 
from Jamaica at the same date by investors in Jamaica resident 
in England. ‘To pay these Jamaican creditors their English 
debtors seek Jamaican bills. Hence they have to pay a little 
more than £100 for a bill of that nominal amount. On the 
other hand, when the export of sugar is temporarily over for 
the year, Jamaica is no longer at the moment a creditor of 
England. She is a debtor, for her mortgagors have to pay interest 
to English investors. Henee the demand is now for English 
bills, or bills payable in London, not Jamaican bills. And 
the latter actually fall to less than £100 in nominal value. In 
1805 the difference was fairly considerable, and so it was important 
to ascertain the date at which the calculation should be worked 
out. 

Now in Cash v. Kennion, supra, where the case was a simple 
matter of a fixed debt, Lord Epon had to consider whether he 
would take these variations into account at all. It would have 
been a simple matter to disregard them and to say that the pound 
must be treated as having always the same value as between the 
two countries ; 7.¢., the par of exchange-—in this case necessarily 
|; the unit in each case is the same pound sterling—might well 
have been adopted. But Lord Exipon declined to do this. He 
held that the debtor in Jamaica must bear the expenses of 
remitting the money to England, for a debtor is at common law 
bound to seek out his creditor and pay him. Hence the debtor 
must pay in London the exact equivalent in London money of 
the nominal sum named in the contract. Therefore he must pay 
of Jamaican currency an amount sufficient to purchase in the 
London money-market the nominal debt in English money. 
And Lord Epon went on to assume that the date at which the 
calculation was to be made was the date at which payment ought 
under the terms of the contract to have been made, in other 
words, the date of the breach by the debtor. 

As a matter of fact, Lord ELpon had not in mind dates at all : 
it was the principle that the par of exchange is not the invariable 
basis of conversion which alone was in his mind. But he so 
expressed himself in a dictum that became accepted as a 
statement of the rule. “I cannot bring myself to doubt,” he 
said, “* that where a man agrees to pay £100 in London upon the 
Ist January, he ought to have the sum there upon that day. 
If he fails in that contract, wherever the creditor sues him, the law 
of that country ought to give him just so much as he would have 
had if the contract had been performed.” This, of course, does 
not really bear on the possibility that, before judgment, the rate 
of exchange may have varied greatly from that prevailing on the 
date of breach, so that the creditor may gain or suffer by the 
accident—not his fault nor yet his merit—that he has had to 
wait before the court’s decision would enable him to get in the 
unpaid debt. 

Later Decisions in the case of Specific Sums. 

It was not until 1810, some five years later, that the real issue 
was clearly considered. In that year Cockerell v. Barber, 16 Ves. 
461, was decided. Here a will was made and proved in India. 
The executor was in England and was sued in England by a 
legatee to recover his legacy. The legacy was expressed in the 
Indian currency, rupees. Lord Expon held that the payment 
must be awarded by his judgment in sterling according to the 
current value of the rupee in India in sterling at the time when the 
legacy ought to have been paid, without regard to the rates of 
exchange or cost of remittance. “ At the time of Woop’s half- 
pence in Ireland, whatever was their actual worth,” he said, 








“yet payment in England must have been according to their 
nominal current value and not the actual value ” (i.e., must be 
reckoned at the current exchange value and not with regard to 
the par of exchange based on the amounts of gold or silver in 
each). ‘‘ So whatever was the current value of the rupee at the 
time when the legacy ought to be paid is the ratio according to 
which payment must be made here in sterling. If twelve of 
Woop’s half-pence were worth sixpence in this court, sixpence 
must have been the sum paid, and in payment in the court the 
cost of remittance has nothing to do with it.””, What Lord Expoy 
really meant, no doubt, although he did not make it clear, was 
that. where the two currencies are different, the rate of exchange 
is to be looked to; but where, as in the case of Jamaica and 
England, the two currencies have an identical par of exchange, 
then the cost of remittance has to be looked at. 

In two later cases, Campbell v. Graham, 1830, 1 Rus. & M., 
and the well-known Scott v. Bevan, 1831, 2 B. & Ad. 79, this rule 
was accepted and applied. In the former case, a Jamaican 
testator made a will in Jamaica leaving a legacy payable in 
England out of assets in England. Here the executor was bound 
to hand over in England English assets, and therefore Jamaican 
rates of remittance have obviously nothing to do with it, and the 
nominal rate or par of exchange is the only one relevant. In 
Scott v. Bevan, supra, a debt due in Jamaica and payable in 
Jamaican currency was sued for in Jamaica and judgment there 
recovered. This judgment, #.e., a judgment for a definite sum in 
Jamaican currency, was then sued on in England. Obviously 
here the English debtor must be ordered to pay in English money, 
calculated at the rate of exchange at some date or other, the 
amount of the judgment in Jamaican currency. Obviously too the 
date of conversion is the date of the Jamaican judgment, for 
that is the date of breach of the contract of record embodied in 
the judgment. So Lord TENTERDEN directed that the amount 
to be entered in the judgment was the equivalent in English 
currency of the amount of the Jamaican judgment at the rate 
of remittance prevailing at the date of the Jamaican judgment, 
i.e., of the failure to perform the contract of record, and not at 
the date of the English judgment. 

‘T'wo later cases may just be mentioned. Suse v. Pompe, 1860, 
8 C.B. N.S. 538, held that damages for the dishonouring of a 
bill of exchange are liquidated damages, and that therefore the 
rule in Cash v. Kennion and Scott v. Bevan, supra, applies here 
also, i.e., the damages must be converted at the rate prevailing 
at the date of the dishonour, ¢.e. the breach. This is now codified 
in s. 57 (2) of the Bill of Exchange Act, 1887. In another case, 
Mannérs v. Pearson, 1898, 1 Ch. 581, some doubt was actually 
expressed as to whether a Chancery judge should order specific 
performance in English currency of a contract to be performed 
elsewhere ; Lord LINDLEY, at p. 587, expressed clearly the view— 
obviously correct—that an English court has no jurisdiction to 
order payments of money in any currency except that of England, 
and that an order expressed as payable in foreign currency could 
not be enforced by an English writ of execution. 


Unliquidated Damages convertible into English Money. 

But in the second class of cases, namely, those in which the 
court has first to ascertain unliquidated damages, whether in 
tort or in assumpsit or otherwise, and then to convert these 
damages into English money, much greater difficulty has been 
found. Here the cases are very conflicting Primd facie, 
in such cases it would seem clear that no sum of money is due 
until the court has awarded damages, and that therefore in 
strict logic the conversion should be at the rate of exchange 
prevailing at the date an actual sum first became due, i.e., the 
date of the judgment. But this seems most inequitable, since 
it leaves it open to parties to manoeuvre for delay, not only m 
the trial and hearing, but even by trying to get an adjournment 
of the delivery of the judgment until a more favourable date. 
Hence there has been much doubt as to the correct principle 
in such cases, and some not inconsiderable division of judic 
opinion within the last five years. 
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In Kirshel v. Allen, Harding & Co., 25 Com. Cas. 63, damages 
for breach of a charter-party had to be found in dollars and 
converted into sterling. Rocue, J., directed that the dollars 
should be converted into pounds as at the rate of exchange 
at the date of the judgment; this decision was reversed in the 
Court of Appeal, on a ground irrelevant to the rate of exchange, 
and the point remained open. Then came Barry v. Van den Hurk, 
1920, 2 K.B. 709, damages for breach of a contract for the sale of 
goods, where payment should have been made in dollars. Mr. 
Justice BAILHACHE, disagreeing with the decision of Rocue, J., 
just noted, held that the conversion must be made in terms of 
the rate of exchange at the date of the breach, not the.judgment. 
A heavy fall of the American currency had occurred since, so 
that had the date of judgment been selected, the party in default 
would have gained greatly from this default, and a premium 
would be placed on defaults while currency was falling. Again, 


in Lebeaupin v. Richard Crispin & Co., 1920, 2 K.B. 717, 
Mr. Justice McCarpie had to consider this question in a similar 
case to that arising in Barry v. Van den Hurk, supra, and he 
expressly followed the decision of Mr. Justice BAILHACHE on 
practically identical grounds of equity and expediency. 


It was not until a later case, that of Di Ferdinando v. Simon, 
Smits & Co., Lid., 1920, 3 K.B. 409, that the Court of Appeal 
had occasion to consider these conflicting decisions at some 
length. Here there was a contract of affreightment, of which 
there had been breach and conversion of the goods in Italy, 
so that damages, but for the breach of contract and the tort, 
were unliquidated damages payable in Italian currency. The 
lira had fallen from 31 to 62 as between dates of the breach 
and the hearing. Mr. Justice Rocue tried this case, and 
accepted the views expressed by BaiLHacHE and McCarpig, JJ., 
in the cases just quoted in preference to his own earlier view 
in Kirshel v. Allen, Harding & Co., supra; he held that the 
rate of exchange to be adopted should be that ruling at the date 
of the breach, not of the judgment. This decision was unani- 
mously approved by the Court of Appeal, where Lord Justice 
ScruTTON summarized the principle thus established in clear 
terms. In a simple case of unliquidated damages, it does not 
seem any longer in doubt. 


Rate of Exchange where Damages are the Value of Property. 


It only remains to consider the class of cases where the damages 
are not clearly either a pure debt nor yet unliquidated, 
for in these borderland cases most recent difficulties have arisen. 
For example, an action for the price of goods sold’ sounds in debt, 
although it is not exactly a claim for a specific sum of money. 
Here in Cohn v. Boulker, 64 Sou. J. 635, Mr. Justice AcTON held that 
the rate-of exchange must be calculated as at the date of the 
trial, whereas in Uliendahl v. Pankhurst, Wright & Co., ante, 
p. 719, Mr. Justice Rowxatr refused to follow Mr. Justice 
Acton’s judgment, and held that the calculation must be made 
in the rate prevailing at the date of the breach. On principle 
and on the authorities, the latter learned judge seems clearly 
right. The same principle has been applied also in Re Penson’s 
Claim, 1922, 2 Ch. 575, and in Re Lisser and Rosenkranz’s Claim, 
1923, 1 Ch. 276, where the question arose on a creditor’s proof 
in winding-up proceedings. So that now the rule seems clearly 
established. 

(To be continued.) 


The Judicial Proceedings (Regulation of Reports) Bill, to 
control, among other things, the reporting of divorce cases in the 
courts, came up for discussion on Wednesday at the Conference 
of the Institute of Journalists at Harrogate. The President 
(Mr. Frederick Peaker), who moved that the Government be 
asked to provide facilities for further consideration of Sir Evelyn 
Cecil’s Bill, said the measure in its present form was rather 
different from the Bill that was first introduced. He felt that 
the Bill would get no further unless the Conference took some 
action, He had had a letter from Sir Evelyn Cecil, who said 
he did not mind amendments, provided that the main principle 


‘ Was approved. The President’s motion was carried. 





International Law: Its Post-Bellum 
Status. 


LORD BIRKENHEAD’S APPRECIATION OF GROTIUS. 
WHATEVER else may be said or thought about the versatile 
and debonnaire personality of Lord Birkenhead, it wil] be agreed 
on all sides that he is a remarkably astute man of the world, with 
an exceptionally varied experience of affairs. Hence his con- 
sidered views on any subject are entitled to weight : his dicta 
by the way, on the other hand, have sometimes been thought 
lacking in discretion and solidity. International Law, however, 
is a subject in which he has been keenly interested from more than 
one point of view: as a scholar in his early academic days, as an 
author ot a text-book on the subject, as a practitioner in the 
Commercial Court, as a Cabinet Minister, as an officer on the 
staff in the great War, and as a Judge in the Privy Council. 
Hence the views expressed by him in his address to the Canadian 
Bar, at Montreal, are entitled to quite exceptional respect. 

His view in the main is somewhat pessimistic. He does not 
disguise the disappointment jurists have suffered at the failure 
of International Law to secure in the late war the general recogni- 
tion, if not general observance, it had gained in earlier wars of 
modern times. 

** Until the month of August, 1914,” Lord Birkenhead points 
oul, “it was generally, though not quite completely, true 
that the civilized nations of the world had, over a long period of 
time, combined fo increase the authority of internationat law. 
Indeed, from the days of Grotius there had, until ten years ago, 
been discernible a hardening tendency upon the ‘ legal’ 
side of a body of doctrine wnich never, of course, could, except 
metaphorically, be called law at al). The science of law has, 
throughout the ages, been the subject of much cultivated and 
learned controversy. But when the analysts like Austin had 
completed their analysis, and the historians like Maine had 
completed their histories, there emerged from their co-operative 
activities a genera] recognition among writers upon jurisprudence 
that, whatever other quality is demanded by the conception of 
law, that of compulsive assertion by a superior is vital and 
indispensable. In other words, a law is not a law unless someone 
superior to yourself can penalise and chastise you for its breach. 

“The earliest writers upon the subject of International Law 
were not only masters of casuistry ; not only consummate 
dialecticians ; they were also golden, incorrigible optimists. 
For they found Europe as we may even find it to-morrow-—a 
welter of savagery, a scene of desolation and abomination, amid 
which the garnered treasures of Greek and Roman civilisation 
had perished. To a man like Grotius, with a mind incredibly 
powerful and versatile, too shrewd for self-illusion, it must have 
been plain how slow, how painful, and how precarious must be 
the development of the tiny seedling which he planted with so 
much courage and so much hope. For many passages of his 
immortal work make it plain that he realised that it was not, 
and probably never would be, possible to assimilate International 
Law to municipal law. And yet, with a bold and generous vision, 
he lavished all the powers of an incredibly well-endowed mind 
upon the attempt to fling an atmosphere of law arov nd the moral 
code upon which, as he clearly saw, the whole fabric of future 
civilization might, and almost certainly would, depend.” 

The instinct of Grotius no doubt led him to feel that so long 
as the Jus gentium remained only a code of moral precepts, 
not enforced by any effective sanction, it would never really 
command the ultimate adhesion of the world’s statesmen. When 
the temptation to break its precepts was sufficiently strong, 
unscrupulous, if patriotic and disinterested, statesmen would 
always find excuses to justify themselves to their consciences 
for violating International Law. Hence only a system enforced 

real sanctions could hope to succeed. Such a system must 
be enacted by a Sovereign of some kind, and the only conceivable 
International Sovereign is some sort of League of Nations. 

GERMAN JURISTS AND INTERNATIONAL LAw. 


Now in 1914 what was the world-situation. Lord Birkenhead, 
in his lecture, suggests that in that year all the intellectual and 
political forces in Germany were secretly laughing at International 
Law. This we very much doubt. The mentality of Germany 
in 1914 was probably not very unlike that of France or Italy 
to-day. The Germans felt themselves cramped and confined 
in a hostile world, within which they had no room to expand ; 
they felt the necessity of breaking their bonds lawfully and 
ethically, or unlawfully and unethically ; and they set out to 
invent a political philosphy which would seem to give some sort 
of excuse for a refusal to accept past treaty obligations or some- 
what outworn, as they considered them, rules of warfare. France 
has been doing the same ever since the Treaty of Versailles. 
And under the evil influence of Mussolini Italy has now followed 
in the same anti-social path ; it is acting as an enemy of mankind. 
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Lord Birkenhead goes on to draw a picture of the settlement 
Germany would have dictated to the world had she won the war. 
We doubt the correctness of his estimate ; but in any case, as 
he himself points out, such speculations are purely academic, 
for Germany did not win the war. 

‘Through all those dark and doubtful months ” (as Lord 
Birkenhead points out in a passage of great eloquence) ‘‘ we 
had sustained ourselves by the belief that the defeat of Germany 
would mark the downfall of an outlook upon public law at once 
so unmoral and so destructive. Has it done so? Can any 
dispassionate observer, examining with cool survey the present 
outlook of the world, claim that the authority of International 
Law is as strong to-day as it was in 1914 ? Central Europe is 
dissolving before our eyes into anarchy. It would exceed the 
purpose of this lecture to analyse and determine the responsibility. 
We are more concerned to appraise facts than to distribute 
praise or blame. And the facts, however disillusioning, stare 
us in the face. Every nation which, under the terms of the 
Treaty of Peace, has obtained less than that to which it conceived 
itself entitled, is simply waiting an opportunity to get more. 
Nearly every vital preclusion of the various Hague conferences 
was violated in the great War, and no ste p has been taken, or 
can very easily be taken, for restoring that which, for want of a 
better term, I must describe as their authority. The late Mr. 
Hall, in a preface to the last edition but one of his learned and 
sagacious work upon the subject of International Law, indulged 
in a gloomy prediction, which events have very fully justified. 
He predicted that the next war would be fought with a degree 
of unscrupulous savagery which had not been known since the 
Middle Ages. He was right. 

‘If we could cece» ourselves that the defeat of Germany, 
the principal employer of those methods, had ended them for ever, 
the mischief, in point of time, would be finite, and in point of 
consequence, curable. But, unhappily, we have no such security. 
It is, on the whole, worth while to face facts, however disagreeable 
and naked those facts may be, and the truth is that when the 
nations of the world spring to arms, when the glittering counter 
of world dominion is placed at the hazard, all the boasted veneer 
of ovr civilization is swiftly dissipated, and we sti!l revert, as 
man reverted Jong ago, to the state of society which Mr. London 
so vividly portrayed in his book ‘ Before Adam.’ Does any 
sane person now believe that, if another war should ever emerge, 
a nation which sees victory or defeat depending almost upon the 
throw of a coin will neglect any instrument of destruction, 
however devastating, the employment of which promises success 
and all that success brings ? And indeed, the nice distinctions 
drawn by various Hague Conferences between permissible and 
non-permissible instruments of destruction were so artificial 
that they could not support the harsh test of modern warfare.” 

Such is the note of pessimism which Lord Birkenhead sounds. 
But we fancy that it is a little too pessimistic. After all, the 
League of Nations is functioning. It is expressing its opinion 
from time to time, however tentatively and hesitatingly, upon 
violations of humane warfare even by important powers. For 
example, it has oe condemned the use of aeroplanes to bomb 
Hottentot villages in South-West Africa by the forces of the 
Union Governme nt. No doubt it shows a certain lack of courage, 
and has left much unscourged which it ought to have condemned 
in the conduct of European Powers during the last three years. 
But, after all, it has done something. It will almost certainly 
do more. In time, we fancy, it must reinforce the policy of the 
Washington Conference by pressing on the European Powers 
a general scheme for the limitation of armaments. 

SUBMARINES AND POISON GAs. 


Lord Birkenhead has set out in two picturesque passages, 
which we must here quote in extenso, the two most striking 
refusals to accept the previously agreed limits of frightfulness in 
the use of armaments which occurred during the late war :— 

The unlimited submarine warfare carried on by Germany 

did as much to brand her with indelible infamy as any crime 

which she committed. Germany was defeated, and her fleet 

lies rotting in the green depths of Scapa Flow. With her defeat 
it might have been supposed that the judgment of the whole 
world had been finally and for all time delivered upon the 
method of warfare so inhumane and so murderous. Has it ? 

Are we sure to-day that, if a world war broke out to-morrow 

in which this country was involved, the same submarine weapon 

would not be employed to our hurt ? Is it not, on the contrary, 

a fact that every competent Admiralty in the world is at this 

moment preparing its plans upon the basis that the German 

menace will be renewed, it not by Germany, then by another ? 

How are we, then, who, up to the present, have counted 

ourselves as writers and authorities on International Law to 
describe the legality of submarine warfare ? Are we to say 
that it is legal or that it is illegal 2 And if we rEronounce it to 
be illegal, are we, none the less, to proceed upon the basis that 
it will be recurrent, and that we must guard against it or 
perish ? 











‘A further illustration may be attempted. The last war 
ushered in the employment of poison gases. In comparison 
with the physical consequences of many gases, actual and 
potential, the nice refinements of the Hague Conferences 
become obsolete, and, if the subject were not too tragical, they 
would also become humorous. What are the chemists of the 
disappointed nations doing at this moment ? Are they caring 
about the Hague Conferences of the past or the Hague 
Conferences of the future ? Is there any partieular form of 
chemical horribleness from whick Germany would recoil if she 
could destroy the French Army of Occupation on the Ruhr ? 
Are we quite sure in the Temple of Truth from what weapons 
we should ourselves recoil if we were Germans and the French 
were in occupation, and perhaps not a merely temporary 
occupation, on the Ruhr? Have even the most skilful chemists 
finally exploited the destructive effects of new chemicals ? 
Are new Hague Conferences to continue to proscribe expansive 
bullets and register preclusions upon the use of chemicals whi h 
hardly any nation in the world has any intention of obeying ? ’ 
All these vaticinations of Lord Birkenhead have in them an 

element of truth. No doubt it is true that nations faced with 

ruin or even extinction will not hesitate greatly about the weapons 
they use to save their existence. Necessity knows little or no 
law. A drowning man snatches at any tabulam in naufragio, to 
quote a familiar equity phrase. Greece, to-day, for example, if 
she could discover some novel and deadly weapon which would 
annihilate her Italian aggressors, would probably consider that 
scruples of morality were excessive if anyone doubted that she 
was justified in availing herself of that weapon. But the world- 
at-large, as distinct from interested nations, has a public opinion 
which would take a detached view. It condemns the cynical 
violence which marked Mussolini’s treaty-breaking seizure of 

Corfu. It would likewise condemn uncanonical Greek attempts 

at reprisals. In the long run the public opinion of the world 

takes a right view and succeeds in getting it accepted. Securus 
judicat orbis terrarum is one celebrated maxim. And there is 
another equally in point: Magna est Veritas, et prevalebit. 

On the whole, despite some untoward signs, the future of the 

world is perhaps safe for Law. 








Reviews. 
Motor Traffic. 

MaHArry & Dopson’s LAW RELATING TO Moror Cars. By 
Ropert P. Manarry, B.A., and GERALD Dopson, B.A, 
LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. Second Edition, by OC. 5%. 
REWCASTLE, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw 
and Sons, Ltd. 22s. 6d. net. 

At a time when motor prosecutions appear to be absorbing 
the attention of magistrates almost to the exclusion of other 
forms of crime, this edition of Messrs. Mahaffy and Dodson’s 
useful book is welcome. The book was first published in 1910, 
and the present editor has found plenty of subsequent matter 
which required incorporation; but he has excluded subjects, 
such a$ insurance and sale, which are foreign to the actual use 
of the roads = motor traffic, and has produced within a handy 
compass the laws, regulations and orders which govern generalls 
the use of mechanical transport. He includes accordi ngly 
chapters on Licensing, Registration and Identification; on 
Taxation; on Motor Cars and Locomotives on Lighways, 
considered as to rights and duties generally, and as to statutory 
offences ; Prosecutions and Legal Proceedings ; Highway Law; 
and some other matters. 

The most important parts of the book are Chapter IV and V, 
lealing with Motor Cars and Locomotives on Highways, and 
with Prosecutions and Legal Proceedings. The driver cf a 
motor vehicle may get into trouble because he is a nuisance 

a branch of the law which is capable of considerable develop- 
ment, especially as regards motor-cyclists—or through negligence, 
and under the latter head Mr. Rewcastle considers the rule 0! 
the road, with its recent developments as to entering a main 


road from @ cross road: see Lord Dunedin in Macandrew V: 
Fullard, 1909, S.C. 78. Then there is the series of statutory 
offences as to lighting, speed and dangerous driving. Th 


foundation of control of motor traffic is the speed limit, and 
as regards this, the action as well of the police as of magistra 
requires considerable strengthening. The Departmental Con 
mittee of the Ministry of Transport, which reported last year, 
quite failed to appreciate the necessity of the rigid enfo recment 
of the speed limit; but the public ge nerally are sufficiently cog- 
nizant of it, and we doubt whe ther Parliament will be induced 
to authorise any speed greater than the existing 20 miles per 
hour limit ; even if it is not reduced. Then there is driving t@ 
the danger of the public, which is now the offence usually selectet 
for prosecution. The law as to these and other matters is veTy 


clearly and fully stated in Mr. Rewcastle’s edition of the present 
work. 
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« Correspondence. 


Physical Resemblance as Evidence of Parentage. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sir,—I have read with much interest the leaderette in 

your issue of the Ist instant on ‘ Physical Resemblance as 
Evidence of Parentage,”’ and it would seem to prove the wisdom 
of the Roman Dutch Law on illegitimate births which apparently 
acts as a great deterrent. It might well be that such a law in 
this country would result in a swift decline in the illegitimate 
birthrate. It should be interesting to your readers to set before 
them the views of some of the well-known Dutch lawyers 
practising here. 

The whole subject of illegitimacy is very much in the air, and 
on the Ilegitimacy Bill in the Committee Stage in the House of 
Lords hangs the future status of m: iuny thousands of illegitimates 
throughout the country. Our people might learn with advantage 
the laws of some of the other countries and how they have 
affected the problem. 

M. lL. SEATON TIEDEMAN, 
The Divorce Law Reform Union, Secretary. 
55, Chancery Lane, 
12th September. 
Inns of Court Officers Training Corps. 

| To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekiy Reporter.1 

Sir,—The Inns of Court Officers Training Corps (known 
as The Devil’s Own) have produced a very complete Roll of 
Ilonour, containing as far as possible the names, addresses and 
record of every individual who joined the Corps from the com- 
mencement to the end of the late war. The compilation and 
printing of a work of this kind has taken a very long time, and 
for this reason the Corps has lost direct personal touch with many 
of the gentlemen who were in its ranks during its effective period, 
from 1914 to 1918. 

The book is a large quarto volume, containing over 70 pages 
of history, and photographs, and over 300 pages, giving names, 
addresses, and records of its constituent: members. 

A copy of this Roll of Honour has been graciously accepted 
by His Majesty the King, and it is thought that a very large 
number of the late members of the Corps would like to possess 
this record. I should appreciate it as a personal favour if the 
editor could see his way kindly to insert a notice in your editorial 
columns to this effect at an early date. I am taking this step 
as the only ready means of getting into touch with these gentlemen 
again. 

The price is 10s. and copies of the book can be obtained from 
me at the Corps Headquarters, 10, Stone Buildings, Lincoln’s 
Inn, W.C.2, or through local newsagents. 

ERLEIGH, Lt.-Col., 
Commanding Inns of Court Officers 
July, 1923. Training Corps. 
Income Tax. 

[V'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—Will you very kindly bear in mind that by the Income Tax 
Act, 1918, the whole of the following Acts are repealed and please, 
in future , refer to the Schedules and sections to the 1918 Act 
only, and not to any of the following, unless you be dealing 
with a section of a repealed Act not reproduced in the 1918 Act : 

Income Tax Acts, 1842; do. (Foreign Dividends), 1842; 
1853, (Insurance), 1853; 1854; do. (Insurance), 1855; Taxes 
Act, 1856 ; Income Tax Acts, 1856, 1859, 1860 ; Revenue Act, 
1866; do., 1868; do., 1872. 

E. T. HARGRAVEs. 

[We are obliged for thelist, but it does not exhaust the list 
of Enactments Repealed, given in the Seventh Schedule to the 
Act of 1918, and the Income Tax Act, 1856, seems to have been 
repealed by the Statute Law Revision Act, 1875. We do not 
finda Revenue Act, 1872. But why this reminder ? Have we 
been at fault in the matter ?—Ed. S.J.] 


aoe : : “ree 
‘Counsel in the Case. 

(T'o lhe Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir.—Whenever a cause célébre is in course of being heard, the 
advocates in the case sometimes court, and gene rally secure, 
great “‘ advertisement.” As legal reporting is frequently done 
by barristers who have become journalists, this perhaps is 
understandable. 

The names of those engaged professionally in any particular 
tase are not of'the slightest interest to the public , but so long 


as (contrary to the practice in other countries) newspapers 
continue to give so much space to reports of law cases and 
publicity to the advocates engaged, it would be fairer if the 
names of the solicitors acting were also given as a matter of 
course. No one in a heavy case bears a greater strain than the 
solicitor engaged in personal contact with the client and prepara- 
tion of the case. It is he who has to be at hand to advise and 
work with the client at all times, with direct responsibility to 
him from the beginning of the case to the end. It is the solicitor 
who, as * Playwright,’’ enables the advocate, as ‘* Actor,” to 
appear and speak his lines behind the forensic footlights, and 
without the spade work done by him the advocate would be 
helpless. 

On a theatrical programme the name of the author of the 
play appears as of right, no matter how *‘ prominent ” the actor 
may consider himself to be. 

I suggest as a matter of inter-professional courtesy in all 
cases, whether civil or criminal, the barrister, when opening and 
when referring to his colleagues (down to the rawest junior) 
with whom he appears, should intimate formally to the court by 
whom he is instructed, and that newspapers, as a matter of 
fairness, if and so long as they give unnecessary publicity in 
litigation, should not in publicity favour one branch of the legal 
profession and ignore the existence of the other. 

ITARVEY CLIFTON. 
13th September. 








T ; > i 
New Rules. 
THE BANKRUPTCY FEES ORDER, 1923. 
The following is the Schedule to this Order which we printed 
last week, ante p. 867 :— 
SCHEDULE. 
TABLE A. 


EES TAKEN BY BANKRUPTCY STAMPS. 








Amount 


Description of Proceeding. ; 
J & of Fee. 


On filing a declaration by a debtor of inability 
to pay his debts os 

On issuing a bankruptcy notice es 

On presenting a bankruptcy petition— 

(i) If presented by the debtor o- 
Where the Offigial Receiver gives a 
certificate that there is reasonable ground 
for believing that the assets are sufficient 
to meet the expenses of administration this 
fee shall not be charged. 
(ii) If presented by a creditor rT eee 

On filing a petition under section 130 of the 
Act—— ‘ 

i) If filed by the personal representative | 
of the deceased debtor as ‘ 
(ii) If filed by a creditor 

On se —ee receiving order under sec ction 107 
of the Ac 

On sealing an order dis smissing ap tition « or 
granting leave to withdraw a petition .. 

On sealing an order adjourning a petition .. 

On roy “ vesting order under section 54 
of the Ac ‘ 

On an pad ation for annulme nt of adyudica. a- 
tion or rescission of receiving order on the 
ground that the debts have been paid in 
full ve és es oe oe 

One fee only shall be charged where 
annulment and rescission are the subject | 
of one application. 

On an application for an order of discharge, 
including the expense of gazetting the same 

And for each creditor to be notified 

On an application for search other than by 
petitioner, trustee, we or any officer 
of the Court - ee oe 

On an application to ‘the Court, except by 
the Official Receiver when applying only | 
in his capacity of Official Receiver and not 
as Trustee .. ie ee oe oe 


Bien 


se 7B mona So OS 
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Description of Proceeding. 


Amount 


of Fee. 





On an application to the Court to approve a 
composition, a fee computed at the follow- 


the amount 


ing rates on 
composition 


gross 


(i) On every £100 or fraction of £100 up | 


to £5,000 


of the | 


(ii) On every £100 or fraction of £100 | 


beyond £5,000 .. oe e° ee 

Provided that where a fee- has been 
taken on a previous application to the 
Court to approve a composition, or 
where a fee has been paid under 


Table B, on the audit of the accounts, | 


seven-eighths of the amount thereof 
shall be deducted from the fee payable 
on an application to approve a 
composition. 

On an application to the Court to approve a 
scheme of arrangement, a fee computed 
at the following rates on the gross amount 
of the estimated assets (but not exceeding 
the amount of the unsecured 
liabilities), viz. :— 

(1) On every £100 or fraction of £100 up 
to £5,000 ° ee ee ee 
(ii) On every £100 or fraction of £100 
beyond £5,000 .. ee e os 
Provided that where a fee has been 
taken on a previous application to the 
Court to approve a scheme, or where 

a fee has been paid under Table B on 
the audit of the accounts, seven- 
eighths of the amount thereof shall 
be deducted from the fee payable on 
an application to approve a scheme. . 

On setting down a motion for hearing before 
a Judge sitting in bankruptcy .. ‘ 


ross 


| On an Order of a Judge when sitting in 


bankruptcy 
(i) If made in Court + wt a 
(ii) If made in Chambers os oe 
(iii) If initialled by the Judge but not 
drawnup .. ee ee ee 
These Fees are not payable on Orders 
of a Judge of the High Court dealing 
with judgment summonses’ under 
seclion 107 of the Act. 
On entering an Appeal in bankruptcy— 
(i) If to the Court of Appeal .. es 
(ii) If to a Divisionai Court of the High 
Court ee ee ee ee ee 
On an Order of the Court of Appeal or of a 
Divisional Court when sitting in bank- 
ruptcy 
Where a Judge 
judgment summonses 
of the Act 
(a) On the issue of a judgment summons 
or of a successive summons : 
For every £2 or fraction 
calculated on the amount 
which the summons issues 
Maximum fee we oe ee 
(6) On an Order made on a judgment 
Summons ;: 
For every £ of the amount 
which the summons issues 
Maximum fee 
On a record for trial ee ee oe 
This fee may be reduced by special order of 
the Court. 
On a subpoena or a summons under section 25 
of the Act , se 8 oe es 
On Registrar of a County Court certifying a 
list of proofs under Rule 257 
(i) For the first 50 proofs in 
bankruptcy oe ee ee 
(ii) For every additional 50 proofs (or 
fraction of 50) ac ° 


: of the High Court deals with 
under section 107 


thereof 


for 


for 


each 


For taking an affidavit or an affirmation or @ | 
declaration, except for proof of debts and | 
except a declaration by a shorthand writer | 


under Rule 67 (Form 71): 
(i) For each person making the same .. 
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10 


15 


0 
10 
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15 
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d. 


v0 
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No. of 


Fee. 


Description of Proceeding. 





Amiount 
of Fee. 





~ 
a 


(ii) In addition thereto, for each exhibit 
or schedule therein referred to and 
required to be marked oe ee 

On an allocatur by the Taxing Officer of the 
Court for any costs, charges or disburse- 
ments : 

Where the amount allowed does not 

exceed £4 oe ae o> ee 

Where the amount allowed exceeds £4, 

for every £2 or fraction thereof 
allowed .. oe oe es He 

For an office copy, for every folio of 72 words 
For examining a copy supplied by a party, 
and marking it as an office copy, for every 
folio of 72 words 
On a bond ea ae ee ee o's 
On a proof of debt above £2 (other than a 
proof of workmen’s wages under Rule 251) 
On filing an affidavit other than a proof of 
debts ee ee oe ee ee 
On an application to an Official Receiver to 


appoint a special manager or to carry on | 


the business of a debtor .. ea as 
On an application to the Board of Trade for 
a local banking account... oe os 
On an order of the Board of Trade for a local 
banking Account .. ° 





On an application by a trustee to the Board | 
of Trade, or to an Official Receiver acting | 


as committee of inspection under section 
20 (10) of the Act or Rule 324 :— 

(a) Where the assets are certified by the 
Official Receiver as not likely to realise 
more than £500 oe ee oe 

(b) Where the assets are likely to exceed 
£500 ««.. ae oe oe oe 

On an application to the Board of Trade 

under section 153 of the Act for payment 
of money out of the Bankruptcy Estates 
Account os oe oe oe oe 

On an application— 

(a) For the re-issue of a lapsed cheque 
or money order ; or 

(6) After six months from the date of 
issue, for the re-issue of a lapsed 
payable order, 

in respect of moneys standing to the credit 
of the Bankruptcy Estates Account oe 

On the insertion in the London Gazette of a 

notice authorized by the Act or the 
Bankruptcy Rules 1915— 

, (a) where the subject of the notice is 
the date of the hearing of an applica- 
tion for the discharge of a bankrupt 
or the order of the court made thereon 

(6) in any otbercase.. re os 
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Bankruptcy, England. 
GENERAL RULES. 


Tue BANKRUPTCY AMENDMENT RULES, 1923, DaTeD AuGusT 23, 
1923, MADE PURSUANT TO SECTION 132 OF THE BANKRUPTCY 


1. 


Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 59). 


Part III of the Scale of Costs in the Appendix to the Bank- 


ruptcy Rules, 1915 [S.R. & O. 1914, No. 1824], is hereby annulled 
and the Scale of Allowances in the Appendix to these Rules 
shall be substituted therefor and shall constitute Part III of 
the said Scale of Costs. 


9 


These Rules may be cited as the Bankruptcy Amendment 


Rules, 1923, and shall come into operation on the Ist day of 
October, 1923, and the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915, as amended, 
shall have effect as further amended by these Rules. 


Dated the 23rd day of August, 1923. 


Cave, C. 
I concur, 


P. Lloyd-Greame, 


President of the 
Board of Trade. 
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APPENDIX. 
Part III. 
ALLOWANCES TO AUCTIONEERS, 
ACCOUNTANTS. 

All the following charges shali be subject to reduction by 
agreement with the Official Receiver or the Trustee, or to increase 
with the sanction of the Committee of Inspection and the Board 
of Trade. 


SCALE OF, BROKERS AND 


1. AUCTIONEERS AND BROKERS. 
Chattel Property. 
For inventory, only, and one copy (not exceeding 
5 folios) .. _ oe ae ee oe oe 

For every additional folio beyond 5 up to 20 and one 

copy as o% én 7 me oe 

For each folio above 20, and one copy ot 

For inventory and valuation :— s. d. 

On the first £100 oe é 0 per cent. 
On the next £400 7 15 0O “ 
Above up to £10,000 .. ee 5 0 pal 
Above £10,000 _ se 010 O 9 

Where an order has been made for summary administration 
three-fifths only of the percentages for inventory and valuation 
shall in the absence of special agreement be allowed. 

For sales by private contract based on the valuation, half 
the above charges for inventory and valuation. 

For sales by auction, in addition to such out-of-pocket expenses 
as may be authorised at the time by the Official Receiver or 
Trustee :— S$ ac 4 

On the first £100 , oe 6 O Oper cent. 

On the next £400 ‘ we o 0 0 99 

On the next £500 ae ea 4 0 0O a 

Above £1,000 om ae 210 O os 
Estates, Freehold, Copyhold and Leasehold. 

For valuation of freehold, copyhold, and leasehold property 
and reporting thereon a fee to be fixed by agreement but not to 
exceed :— £s. d. 

On the first £1,000 oe oe 1 1 O percent. 
On the next £9,000 és ee 10 6 = 
Above £10,000 “4 oe 5 0 o. 

For sales by auction of estates, freehold, copyhold and lease- 
hold, including prior valuations, for determining amount of 
reserve bids—and for sale, by private contract, to include prior 
valuation. SB a. -d. 

On the first £300 . -» . & O O percent. 
On the next £1,700 wa ea 210 O 
Above up to £5,000 110 O 
Above £5,000 1 0 0 


Costs of Surveys, dilapidations and specifica- 
tions in discretion of Taxing Officer -e | 7 

The foregoing charges to be in addition to such out-of-pocket 
expenses as may be authorised at the time by the Official Receiver 
or Trustee. 

General. 

The Auctioneer or Broker shall be entitled to railway fare 
and cab bire actually paid, if the distance travelled exceeds one 
mile, and does not exceed five miles. If the total distance 
exceeds five miles the allowances shall be in the discretion of the 
Taxing Officer, but shall not exceed the actual expense of 
travelling. 

An Auctioneer who uses his own motor car or motor cycle, 
instead of travelling by railway or hired vehicles, shal! be entitled 
if the Taxing Officer is satisfied that such user was reasonable 
to an allowance not exceeding 6d. per mile. 

Fees for services not provided for in the scale may be fixed 
by agreement with the Trustee and the consent of the Committee 
of Inspection and the Board of Trade. 

2. ACCOUNTANT’S CHARGES. 

Where the employment of an accountant has been duly 
sanctioned, and in the absence of any special arrangement with 
the Official Receiver or the Trustee for a smaller amount, the 
following charges may be allowed :— 

Za. @. 
For preparing balance-sheet, investigating 111 6 
accounts, &c., principal’s time, exclusively to 
so employed, per day of seven hours, includ- 
ing necessary affidavit. ve es o* 
Or such other sum as the Court may under 
specia] circumstances order. 


0 


15 

Chief Clerk’s time os oe to 

2 

10 

Other clerk’s time, per day of sevenhours .. - to 
These charges shall include stationery except the forms used. 





Societies. 


The Law Society. 


THE PROVINCIAL MEETING AT PLYMOUTH, 
OCTOBER, Ist-4TH. 

The Secretary of the Railway Clearing House states that, 
in response to a request from the Council of the Law Society, 
the Railway Companies in Great Britain (excepting the Metro- 
politan and London Electric Railway Companies) have agreed 
to issue tickets at the ordinary single fare and one-third for the 
double journey (fractions of 3d. reckoned as 3d.; minimum 
adult fare, 1s.) to passengers travelling to attend the Law Societiy’s 
Provincial Meeting, to be held at Plymouth, from Ist to the 4th 
October next, upon surrender to the booking clerk, at the time 
of booking, of a voucher, personally signed by Mr. B. H. Whiteford, 
the Hon. Secretary of the Incorporated Law Society of Plymouth. 
The tickets will be available from 29th September to 5th October, 

Mr. Whiteford desires it to be known that signed railway 
vouchers will be sent by him to those who have intimated their 
intention to attend the meeting. 








The War Office and Lulworth Cove. 


The general protest which has been made in the Press against 
the proposal of the War Office to appropriate a favourite part 
of the Dorsetshire coast for a tank gunnery school includes the 
following letters to The Observer (19th August), by Mr. Warwick 
Draper, of Lincoln’s Inn, and to The Times (13th September), by 
Sir David Murray, R.A. :— 

Permit me, on behalf of the residents and, more particularly, 
the fishermen of this bay, two miles east of the Tank Corps 
gunnery range near Lulworth, to urge the public and national 
need for preventing this monstrous local nuisance. 

Mr. R. D. T. Yerburgh, M.P. for Southern Dorset, is right in 
saying that its perpetuation will exclude the public from access 
to some of the finest of the Dorset Coast and impose irksome 
restrictions on the local fishermen. The creation of the range 
in war-time was one of many ugly necessities to which the com- 
munity was bound to submit. Its continuance, with noisy 
din of gun practice, admitted risks of unspent shells, essential 
uncertainty as to when the practice must bar all walking on these 
splendid cliffs, and the direct interference with the useful and 
already precarious business of the local fishermen, constitutes 
a severe indictment against the Government Department con- 
cerned, whereas it is just a case where, even in England, the 
Government should give a lead in preserving, in the amenities 
of this lovely bit of coast, one of our precious national possessions. 
For such a gunnery range, waste ground like that of Salisbury 
Plain or the sands off Shoeburyness should be selected, and not a 
line of coast-wise downs which hardly has its equal for beauty 
and accessibility in the whole of England. 

, WARWICK DRAPER. 
Sheepleaze, Worbarrow, 
Near Corfe Castle, Dorset. 
August 15. 


When a beauty spot, long prized by the public, by force of 
circumstances comes into the market from whatever cause, the 
public mind is at once alarmed, and we realise how dear that spot 
has been, even when very little expression has ever been given 
to that fact while it was secure to those who valued the privilege 


of enjoying it undisturbed. And the satisfaction to every one 
when, by heroic generosity of an individual or a group of donors, 
the property in danger is at last secured for all time for the 
enjoyment of the public, is beyond expression. 

Now I learn that Lulworth is in imminent danger, and by no 
less powerful an intruder than the War Office, with the intention 
of permanently turning it into a tank gunnery school, with all 
the interminable disturbances and restrictions necessary for 
such, and the lives of property-owners and residents made 
unbearable for the future, and one more of the loveliest of beauty 
spots in the country gone forever. I spent some seasons painting 
at Lulworth, as innumerable artists have done, and consider the 
spot an endless source of subject matter of exquisite charm for 
all artists, almost without rival on our sea coasts. Would not 
now the War Office, having had so fully their attention called 
to the serious aspect of the grievance they are meditating to so 
great a mass of appreciative lovers of that beautiful country, 
reconsider their intention and suit themselves equally well in 
every respect by securing for their tank gunnery school one of the 
very numerous tracts of utterly uninteresting land on our sea 


coast, and so earn the gratitude of all men ? 


DAVID MURRAY. 
1, Langham-chambers, Portland-place, W. 
September 10. 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED. 

LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, 

ESTABLISHED 1853. 

a al Stock ... oa oo 

Debenture Stock 

REVERSIONS PURC HASED. 

Porma of Proposal ond full information can be « 


No. 19, LONDON, W.C. 
£400,000 


£331,130 
ADV ANC ES MADE THEREON. 
yhtained at the Soriety’s Office. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary 








The Salaries of Civil Servants. . 
appointed to inquire into 


and other conditions of 
servants employed 


The Anderson Committee which was 
the present standard of remuneration 
employny nt of the various classes of State 


in the Civil Service and the three fighting Services have issued 
their report. The Committee consisted of Sir Alan Garrett 
Anderson (chairman), General the Hon. Sir Herbert Lawrence, 
and Sir W. Peter Rylands. As regards the Civil Service, the 
report says :—‘* We report that the starting pay of the adminis- 


with the starting pay of a 
nd that while it compares 
ssions or business, it is 
special requirements of 
security, 


r compares unfavourably 
rin the fighting Servic 

starting pay in prol 
had to the 


trative office 
junior office 
favourably with the 
not excessive if due regard 1 


the Service. In return for his high starting pay and 

the civil servant forteits the hope of reward on the same scale 
as men who have faced risks and won success, and while in 
certain professions and bus inesses the standard of remit neration 
of successful men is hig cher than that of successful civil servants 
we do not consider that the Civil Service pay is, on that account, 
necessarily too low. The increases since 1914 in the remuneration 
throughout the service of civil servants in administrative grades 
and in profess ional grades are not excessive.”’ Dealing with the 
inspectorate, the Committee report that the increase in cost per 
head is hig het than in any other group of salaried staff. The 


as in the prof ‘ssional g rroup 
which the rest can be related, but 
cost per head suggests that it 
rates in detail in the near future. 


same difficulty arises in this 
of selecting one rate of pay to 
the relatively high increase in 


would be wise to examine tl 


yroup 


Summing up, the Committee state that, on the whole, the pay 
rolls of the Civil Service have been carefully and wisely arranged. 
‘The immense increase in the Civil Service pay rol] has been 
imposed on the taxpayer r reasons waich commended them- 
selves to various Parliaments before and since 1914,” says the 
report, and the conclusion we reach is that no power except 


1. We are full of respect 


Parliament can materially reduce the loa 
ss which expends 


for the work of civil servants, but in a busine 
£75,000,000 per annum in pay, and where the pay-roll has 
increased in nine years by £44,000,000, there must be great 
accretions of unnecessary work. In a private business this deck 
eargo of duties whi h fs become unnecessary is thrown over- 


board when it becomes too heavy, or the business sinks when 
bad times come upon it. Our public business is so huge that 
no one except Parliament un order reform, and. till Parliament 
gives the word, duties which need never have been imposed or hav: 
long since lost their value employ the staff who still have te be paid.’ 





3usiness Names Act Prosecution. 
At Bow-street. Police Court on Wedne v. before Sir Chartres 


Biron, savs The Times, R kl Warren Bennetts, trading as the 
Oil Lease Invest ment Con pi vy. Southan pton buildings, Holborn, 


was summoned for contravening the Registration of Business 
Names Act, 1916, by omitting to have his own name printed 
on his busine notepaper. 

Mr. W. S. Bourne. for the Board of Trade, said that the defend- 
ant registered under the Act last year, ind later registered that 
Lord Haldon had become a partner in the business as from 2nd 
January last. \ later registration showed that Lord Haldon 
hid ceased to be a partner from IS8th January. sothat, according 
to the defendant's own statement, Lord Haldon was a partne1 
for only sixteen days. During last month the company sent 
out cireular letter be iring the name ** Thre Rig hit Hon. Lord 
Haldon ”’ and a crest, but the defendant name did not appear. 
The letters were gned ‘* Haldon,’’ and were in a a which 
made it appear that Lord Halde was personally responsible 
for the concern, whereas he had nothing to ry wi th it at that 
time. On 7th September another change was registered, 
showing that Lord Hlaldon had again become a partner in the 
business. 

Answering the magistrate, Mr. Bourne said that the business was 


concerned with the sale of oil and mining rights. It was a 
‘bucket shop.’ The public were invited to invest a few 
shillings, for which they might get a few pounds, cr they might 
lose the lot. 








| 





The defendant pleaded ignorance, and pointed out that his 
name appeared on a printed circular which accompanied the letter. 

The magistrate remarked that when the public received 
such a prospectus as the letter referred to contained it was 
very desirable that they should have an opportunity of knowing 
whom they were dealing with. He imposed~ the maximum 
penalty of £5 ana ordered the defendant to pay three guineas 


costs. 





Stock E ares Prices of c 
Trustee Securities. 


Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
Thursday, 19th September. 


certain 


Bank Rate 4 


MIDDLE 
NTERES 
PRICE. — s . 
12th Sept. 





English Government Securities. £ os. d. 
Consols 24% we oe “s és 583 4 5 6 
War Loan 5% 1929-47 +r we oe 102%; 418 0 
War Loan 44% 1925-45 .. - ee 974 412 0 
War Loan 4% — free) 1929-42 .. «“e 1024 318 0 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 .. -s 954 313 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 “os 92} Se ae 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for 

Estate Duty) ; 934 4 6 0 
Conversion 3 Loan 1961 or after 7977 8 9@Q 
Local Loans 3% 1912 or after 68xd. 4 8 O 
India 54% 15th January 1932 mie oe 102} S3-<¢@ 
India 44% 1950-55 .. ce es oe 904 5 0 0 
India 33% .. ee ee oe ae 69} 5 0 0 
India 3% oe o¢ oe 50} 5 0 O 

Colonial Securities. 

British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 - - 110 5 9 0 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 o* oe 97 $13 0 
New South Wales 5% 1932- 12 ne o* 100 5 0 0 
New South Wales 44% al 45 .. oe 934 416 6 
Queensland 44% 1920-25 .. oe ee 97 415 0 
S. Australia 34% 1926- 36 a ae we 844 4 3 0 
Victoria 5% 1932-42 ae oe os 99}xd. 5 0 6 
New Zealand 4% 1929 ee oe oe 95 4 4 0 
Canada 3% 19% 38 os es oe 794 315 0 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929-49 .. ee 81 4 6 6 


Corporation Stocks. 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. .. oe oe oe 56 4 9 0 
Ldn. Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option 


of Corpn. .. . oe ee o° 66 {11 0 
Bristol 34% 1925-65 “a én oe 78 $10 0 

Cardiff 34% 1935 .. _ we - 88 4 0 0 
Gi. asgow 24% 1925-40 74 8 8 0 
Liverpool 34% on or after 1942 at “option 

of Corpn. ‘ 78ixd.; 4 9 O 
Manchester 3 on or after 1941 ie oe 65 412 0 
Newcastle 3}% irredeemable oe oe 75 413 0 
Nottingham 3° irredeemable - sia 67 410 O 
Plymouth 3% 1920-60 es ee on 684 4 8 YO 
Middlesex C.C. 34% 1927-47 aa _ 794 4 8 U 

English Railway Prior Charges. 

Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. oe 86} 415 0 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge es 106 tf 14 0 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference .. “<4 104 ti «4 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture .. 85 f 14 O 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 84 115 9 
L.. North Eastern Rly. 4% Ist Preference 83 1416 6 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture ee 86 t | 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 84 £15 6 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference — 83 116 6 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture ss 843 $14 6 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed ee 1034 4 16 6 
Southern Railway 5% Preference ee 10243 417 90 


A UNIVERSAL APPEAL 
To LAWYERS: For A POSTCARD OR A GUINEA FOR A MODEL 
ForM OF BEQUEST TO THE HOSPITAL FOR EPILEPSY AND 
PARALYSIS, MAIDA VALE, W. 
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Companies. 


Government of Victoria 5 per Cent. Conversion 
Loan, 1932-1942. 
It will be seen from the announcement on page iii that the 


Westminster Bank Limited is instructed by the Government of 
Victoria to offer to the holders of £6,968,600 34 per cent. Stock 


and £2,301,162 16s. 7d. 6} per cent. Stock, due lst October, 19238, 
conversion to the extent of £9,000,000 into an equal amount of 
Government of Victoria 5 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 1932-1942, | 
| and expressed the hope that he would for many years continue 
} in the discharge of his duties. Sir Ern 


plus a cash payment of £1 per cent. on Ist October, 1923, being 
the difference between the nominal amount of the Stocks maturing 
and repayable and the issue price of the 5 per cent. Stock. 








Legal News. 


Information Required. 


WILL of the late Arthur Augustus Boreham, of 109, Gurney-road, 
Stratford, Essex, wanted immediately.— Wire T. Cooper, 
81, Henniker-road, Stratford, E.15. 


Appointments. 


The EARL oF HAtssury, K.C., has been appointed to be Recorder 
of Carmarthen in the place of Mr. R. E. L. Vaughan Williams, 
K.C., who resigned on appointment as Recorder of Swansea. 
Lord Halsbury, who is forty-three, is the son of the famous 
Lord Chancellor, who died at the age of ninety-eight in December, 
1921. He was at Eton and New College, Oxford, and was called 
to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1906, and goes the South Wales 
Circuit, having recently taken “ silk.” 

Mr. JOHN Foster VESEY FitTzGERALD, Esq., M.A., Barrister- 
at-Law, has been appointed to be Recorder of the Borough of 
Tenterden. 

Mr. W. A. PLUNKETT, of the firm of Messrs. Leader, Plunkett 
and Leader, has been appointed a Commissioner of the Supreme 
Court of South Africa, for Great Britain, and also for the Courts 
of Ontario, in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 


Business Change. 


The firm of Messrs. BALDERSTON, WARREN & Co., of 32, Bedford- 
row, London, has been re-constituted and they have taken into 
partnership Mr. J. A. HATTRELL, who has been associated with 
them for some time past. The practice will be carried on as hereto- 
fore under the style of “ Balderston, Warren & Co.” at the above 
address and at Letchworth and Baldock. 


General. 


Theresa Mary Agnes Doughty Tichborne, is awaiting trial at 
the Old Bailey on charges of threatening to shoot Sir George Lewis, 
solicitor, and demanding money with menaces. 

Mr. Charles Dawson Wright, of Thornhill, Kingston-bill, 
Surrey, solicitor, lately chairman of the Society of Yorkshiremen 
in London (net personalty, £3,135), left estate of gross value of 
£9,276. 

Mr. Thomas Easthan (48), of Knowles, Clitheroe, Lancs., 
solicitor, clerk to the Board of Guardians, and the Borough 
Bench, Registrar of Births, Marriages, and Deaths, left a will 
whose validity is now the subject of an action and administration 
pendente lite of the personal estate has now been granted, the 
value of such property being returned as of the value of £46,156. 

Mr. John Walford Simcox, solicitor, who has died at the 
age of 83, was the head of a well-known Birmingham family. 
The family originally settled at Bristleholme Mills, Birmingham, 
inthe reign of Richard II, and were ironmasters in West Bromwich, 
in the seventeenth century. Mr. Simeox, who formerly lived 
at Camp Hill House, an old half-timbered residence in Birmingham 
was admitted a solicitor fifty-seven years ago. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—TIt is very essential that all Policy Holders should 

We a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 

; and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 

(UMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 

(established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 

to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 
Werks of art, bric-A-brac a speciality. [ADvr.] 





A part of the site of the old General Post Office in St. Martin’s- 
le-Grand has been bought by the Goldsmiths’ Company, whose 
hall in Foster-lane overlooks the site, solely in order to prevent 
obstruction of their outlook. Only when the old Post Office 
was demolished were the fipe architectural proportions of the 
Goldsmiths’ Hall fully revealed, and the 1 rvation of the semi- 
circular area in front will enable this aspect still to be admired 
in proper perspective 


Mr. Herbert Austin, Clerk of the Central Criminal Court, 
has recently completed forty years’ service as an official of 
the Court. At the beginning of the present session, the Recorder 
(Sir Ernest Wild, K.C.) cordially congratulated Mr. Austin, 


Wild observed that 
it was almost unthinkable how the enormous work of the Court 
could possibly be managed without the judgment, tact, good 
humour and discretion which Mr. Austin always displayed. 
Mr. Percival Clarke, on behalf of the Bar, associated himself 
with the Recorder’s felicitations. 

Three men who, on being convicted at the London Sessions, 
had been placed on probation, but who had afterwards failed to 
reform, appeared before the court recently. Joseph Mullens, 
twenty-cight, had been bound over and sent to a farm, but after 
one day came back to London, where he was arrested and 
sent to Borstal for breach of recognisances. He pleaded 
** Guilty ” to shop-breaking at Peckham, and was sent to prison 
for twelve months. Two other probationers, Edward Davis, 
thirty, and James Gaffney, twenty-nine, pleaded ‘ Guilty ”’ 
to burglary at Woolwich, and were each sentenced to six months’ 
imprisonment with hard labour. 


Percival M. Carter, living Horsford-road, Brixton, was 
summoned before Mr. Francis at the South-Western Police Court 
on 6th September for dangerously driving a motor-cycle in 
Mitcham-lane. He was alleged to have knocked down an 
elderly lady as she stepped off a stationary tramway-car, injuring 
her somewhat severely. The defendant pleaded that it was 
quite an accident. His front wheel, he said, * pushed ” the 
lady. Mr. Franci You mean to say you knocked her down. 
There are some motorists who imagine that every one else should 
get out of their way. The lady may have acted foolishly in not 
looking out, but that did not exonerate you. The defendant 
was fined 40s., and ordered to pay 30s. cost 
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Auctioneers, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W.2. 
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. e ae Coventry Road Transport Teenapert Clearing House | Lewis, Wrmt1AM T., Gravesend, Motor and Cycle Engineer: 
In din g-up Notices. Clearing House Ltd. Ltd. Rochester. Pet. Sept. 4. Ord. Sept. 4. 
“ James Macdonald, The The Veglene Oil Refinery | Locknarr, Toomas E., Stratford-on-Avon, Engineers’ Tool 
JOINT STOCK COMPANTES. Patentee Ltd. ; and Chemical Works Ltd. Merchant. Birmingham. Pet.Sept.3. Ord. Sept. 3. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. Se frading Co. oe Se YY and ~~ a, Oxford-terrace. High Court. Pet. July 27, 
Ad. : é ng . itd. rc opt. 5 
. an a C e Repton Gaslight & Coke Jones & Collett Ltd. 
CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE Che Repton Gaslight & Cok Jone + On tt Lid. Ltd Morris, Grorae, Chaddesden, Derby, Farmer. Derby, 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE Co. Ltd. Kennedy-Skipton & Co. Ltd. Pot. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. 3 
THE DATE MENTIONED. Edward Manser & Co. (1921) Transmot Ltd Ot. DOP. o. - SOPs. ov. ? 
Ltd. J. R. Harper & Co. Ltd. Mupp, Joseru R., Stokesley, Yorks, Draper. Stockton- 
London Gazette.— TUESDAY, September 4 Senior & Armitage Ltd. The Yorkshire Mutual Benefit on-Tees. Pet. Sept. 1. Ord. Sept. 1. 
Lonpos Brick Co. Lap. Oct. 12. Ernest A. Browne, of | George Dawe Ltd Co. Ltd : OweN, ALFRED K., Bangor, Cycle Agent. Bangor. Pet. 
Derbyshire & Co., 4, Southampton-row, W.C.1 Macdonalds (Provincial) Ltd. Wadsworth (Liverpool) Ltd. Sept. 1. Ord. Sept. 1 
THe DARWEN PROVIDENT Co-opeRATIVE Society LTp British Legion Club (Derby W. N. Monks & Co. Ltd. PARKINSON, “' ILLIAM J. B., Maachonet, Merchant. Black- 
Sept. 12. John H. Jepson, 18, Railway-rd., Darwen Sadler Gate) Ltd burn. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. 3 
soo. Derbs Bai . . » Ltp. Oct = Ernest A POWELL, ALBERT R., Bridgend, aio ry Labourer. Cardiff. 
trowne, of Derbyshire & »., 4, Southampton-row, W.C.1 Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. 


HOLBECK STEAM TRAWLING ( LTD pt. 7. Fre ck G 
ster . - i oF a. 4, — REARDON, DENNIS, se all Hotel Manager. Bangor. 
Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 5. 





Stephenson, 9, Sandside, Scarborough 


TERRE STEAMSHIP Co TD. Oct. 6 chibal Vv. Gow a 
.- i = Mid tle sbr pug —* Ban kruptcy Notices. REYNOLDS, THOMAS, me, Outfitter. Carmarthen. 
Super CLloruters Lrp. Soy 23. Frank Shuttleworth Pot. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 
10, Solway-rd., East Dulwich RECEIVING ORDERS Rvrr, CHARLES, Elm, Cuitatiies Labourer. King’s Lynn. 
PremieR ELeorrica ENGINkERING Co. Ltp Oct. 13 ' te i Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 5. 
— = pe ae 7 tae ‘ London Gazette. —TUBSDAY, September 4. SIRRELL, Wim W. J., Bognor, Artists’ Colourman. 
“47, Market-st., Bradford. 7 , S| ANDREWS, WititaM J., Farnham, Engineer. Guildford. Brighton. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. 3 
F Pet. Aug. 30. Ord. Aug. 30. TULLEeT, FRANCIS, Portsmouth, Soap and Cutlery Dealer. 
London Gazette. —Fripay, September 7 Arrwoop, THOMAS G., Warrington, Outfitter. Warrington. Portsmouth. Pet. July 13. Ord. Aug. 2 
Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Aug. 31 WATKINS, by BERTRAM, Neath. Neath. Pet. May 30. 
cas OR —_+ youre hye pio Ltp, Oct. 8. Ernest H.| pBeapte, ALBERT W., Dartford, Newsagent. Rochester Ord. Aug. 3 
ras re whet G a cee rop SYNDIOATY Lrp. Oct. @ Pet. Aug. 31. Ord, Aug. 31. WHITBREAD, WiLttaM T., Twickenham, Builder. Brentford. 
Albert E. Quaife, 155, Fenchurch-st., E.C.3 * | Crvvat, Istpore, St. Panul’s-rd., E., Tailor. High Court. Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Aug. 31 
‘ Pet. Ang. 30. Ord. Aug. 30. WuirELty, JosepuH C., Pool, Yorks, Butcher. Leeds, 
London Gazette ESD september 11 Cooke, FLeMiInc, Warwick-st., Jeweller High Court. Pet. Sept. 1. Ord. Sept. 1 
Pet. June 30. Ord. Aug. 29 Wituiams, Rees T., Whitchurch, Glam., Commercial 
CooPpEeR, HyMAN, Falcon-rd., Clapham, Costumier. Wands- Traveller. Cardiff. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. 3. 
Janez Yarpiey & Co. Lrp 2, Henry Parker worth. Pet. Aug. 4. Ord. Aug. 30 Wisoy, Henry, South Kyme, Lines., Innkeeper. Boston. 
45, Newhall-st., Birminghat DIXON, he oy — . —r Box Maker. Great Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 
Gl . 9 rr 7 — Grimsby % ug. 30. re ug. 3 » 7 ‘ Des . 
—— 71 ph ine ; Man > norman DOCKRAY, GEORGE E., Swindon, Cloth Merchant. Swindon re Beneath st. High Court. Fob. June 16; 


, , , , < g.3 Ord. Aug. 31 
KENNEDY-SKIPTON & Co D ep Herbs Ww Pet. Aug. 31 g a 
Driver, 1, Welford-rd., Leicest _ DOUTHWAITE, JOHN, Leeds, Tobacconist. Leeds. Pet. 


Rh. Kempe Lrp. Oct p liam Henderson, 20, Grac 
church-st 


Youn@, ANDREW, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Mineral Water 

Aug. 30. Ord. Aug. 30. Manufacturer. Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Aug. 9% 
Dons, CHARLES, Burwell, Lincs., Joiner. Great Grimsby. Ord, Aug. 24. 

Pet Aug 31 ~ as 31. ' bed i" Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
» : . - Ts Hy IMERY, orace T., Parson Drove, Cambridge, Sma London Gazette of Aug. 17, 1923 :— 
Resolutions for Winding-u de rs Ly sept D “ 

> f ding-up Holder. King’s Lynn. Pet. Sept. 1. Ord. Sept. 1. WItttAMs, ELLs A., Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Liverpool. 
V ] nt ril . Hanvs, Henry A., West Kensington, Traveller. High Pet. July 28. Ord. Aug. 15. 

Oluntarhy. Court. Pet. June 21. Ord. Aug. 29 es tai 
FRANK L., Yalding, Kent, Builder. Maidstone. ae — r Septe 

London Gazette FRIDAY, August 31 Aug. 31. Ord. Aug. 31. London CGazette.—TUESDAY, ogengin, 11. 
W. H. Stott & Son Ltd lr. W. Morris Ltd. JAOKSON, Henry J., St. Albans, Contractor. St. Albans. | HakRY ADLER and Co., Jewry-st., E.C. Cloth Merchants. 
Congleton Silica Brick and Skeldon Bros. Ltd Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Aug. 31. : High Court. Pet. Aug. 17. Ord. Sept. 7. 

Ganister Co. Ltd The Tunisian Syndicate Ltd JAMES, A - = . Swindon, Grocer. Swindon Pet. ALLEN, GEOFFREY W., Uxbridge. High Court. Pet. Sept. 
The Northern Counties Ad- Johnson & West Ltd Aug. 17. Ord. Aug. 29. , 19, 1922. Ord. Sept. 7, 1923. 

vertising Agency Ltd Roland Trust Co. Ltd Juvrntes, HENRY D., Leicester, Hardware Dealer. Leicester. | prackrorp, E. J., Halesowen. High Court. Pet. July 30. 
Wilsons (London) Ltd Grand Theatre (Oldbury) Ltd , Pet Aug 31. Ord. Aug. 31. : . . Ord. Sept. 7. 
me Reetherge Clas See Rupee temas 6 Ce Klin C ~ “ eo ha ry a — BOWMAN, B. M., Battersea, Tailor’s Manager. Wandsworth 

Co. Ltd The Star Pressed Brick igh Vour et. Al oh. re ug. 3 3 ae ay sree, 18 8 Mané ° fi : . 
yh a Brick Co. Ltd Co (Whittlesea) Ltd LEACH, Joun T., Bardney, Lincs., Shire Horse Proprietor. Pet. Aug. 8. Ord. Sept. 6. 

Macston Patents Ltd British United — Shoe Lincoln. Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. Aug. 31. Brown, Harry, Nottingham, Wholesale Tronmonger. 
A. C. Cutting & Welding Co Machinery (South Africa) LEEMAN, FRANK, Great Grimsby, Steam Trawler Master. Nottingham. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 

Ltd } Great Grimsby. Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Aug. 31. CouEN Lou Is, Spitalfields, Cloth Me rchant. High Court. 
Premier Electrical Supplies ‘ wwe & Co. Ltd MOGUINNESS, FRANK, Liverpool, Grocer. Liverpool. Pet. Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Sept. 5. 

Ltd Cattle Trade Bank Ltd Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 30. a Court, H. A., Westbourne terrace, Butoher. High 
G. Woodcock & Co. Ltd ndrew Handyside & Co, | MoToR Rosser Company, Charing Cross-rd., Rubber Court. Pet. July 11. Ord. Sept. . 
Griffin Mills (Ribbons) Ltd Ltd Merchants. High Court. Pet. July 27. Ord. Aug. 30. Camp, Joamra W:, Blackpool, B a Blacknool. Pet 

+“ 4 7 , ‘ ; eapside, E.C , % e RISP, JOSEP: uckpool, Builder, Slackpool. Pet. 

he Planet Button Co. Ltd The Warren Allotments Co. | RHEAD, MaLcotm B., Cheapside, E.C. High Court. Pet. , . 
rh an itton Co eo arren ytmen Sanna: Ged. hun, 0 Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 

Rusu, WILLIAM, Emneth, Norfolk, Publican. King’s Lynn. | DENNIS, WILLias, Wills n Green. High Court. Pet. Aug. 

Pet. Aug. 20. Ord. Aug. 29. 10. Ord. Sept. 
glo-Canadian Wax Sedewi wahes q. | RUSSELL, HaRoLp, Moulescombe, Brighton, Farmer. | Dentoy, EDWARD ‘K. W., Hampstead, Librarian. High 
or Co, Ltd ; ' Brighton. Pet. Ang 31 — Aug. 31 . . Court. Pet. Aug. 10. Ord. Sept. 7. 

" s *! LT R t er We "he ig . ~ 
Che Darwen Provident Co- T! ane ant asu a f~y a ee mn ferchant. High | popswortH, CLARA and DopswortH, ELLA, Colwyn Bay, 
BA oe at : I mir : - SILVESTER, WILLIAM, Oxford, Bootmaker. Oxford. Pet. B.. _os be eee aang @ — t 

‘ yibeck Steam wiing vor TO Sent. 1. Ord. Sept. 1. EGERTON, LFRED a -3q., i. igh Court, 

Co. | . — rey tm r: tors Ltd WELBOURNE, ERNEST, and GREGSON, JosEPH, Kingston- Pet. Aug. 10. Ord. Sept. 7 
Auburn Manufacturing a. Leen ™ upon-Hull. Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Aug. 30. Ord. | Harris, WILLIAM, Morchard Bishop, Devon, Farmer. Exeter. 
_ Lid — : ; eyR Aug. 30 Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7 
Premier E cal Engineer- K. Aco bccn Poon “ West, George R. T., Clifford, Hereford, Innkeeper. | HUDSON, HERBERT, Herbe tt. st., Butcher. High Court. 

ung‘ . tussage Advertising Co Hereford. Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Aug. 31. Pet. July 31. Ord. Sept. 

Charles Rose Ltd d , I — 
re “ee wo - & ( ve Mactne Colilers ¢ WouL, M., Whitechapel, Blouse Manufacturer. High Court. | JENKINS, LIONEL 5. B., Dolgelly, Florist. Aberystwyth. 

a oe SE = Pet. April 26. Ord. Aug. 30. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. 

Morton, Ashworth & ¢ . Lewis, JOHN, Llansantffread, Farmer. Aberystwyth. 
Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Aug. 31. 

Liptrot, JOHNSON and Liprrot, FRED, Wigan, Flagg: rs and 

Premier Furnishing Co. Lt The Townhead Mining Co.| BuckeNHAM, STEPHEN, Peas Pottage, near Crawley, Slaters, Wigan. Pet. Sept.7. Ord. Sept. 7 

Kinac Ltd td : Grocer. Brighton. Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 5. MALPASS, ARTHUR J., Blackpool, Taxi Proprietor Black- 

Mrs. Shipley Ltd weeston Picture Palace | Burrows, ALEXANDER T., Fulham, Builder. High Court. pool. Pet. Sept. 5. "Ord. Sept. é 

Phurloe Art Room Ltd Pet. Sept. 4. Ord. Sept. 4. MARSTON, RICHARD W., York, Joiner. York. Pet. Sept. 5 

Parvola Ltd Houghton, Hull & Co. Ltd. EXLeY, Georee B., Griffithstown, Mon., Builder. Newport, Ord. Sept. 5. 1 

Economic Co-operative Jabez Yardley & Co. Ltd Mon. Pet. Sept. 4. Ord. Sept. 4 MOUTRIE, FREDERICK W., . emeus td., N. High Court. 

Society ltd he Metallurgical Co. Ltd. FIELD, Ropert W., Burry Port, near Llanelly, Baker. Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Sept. 

Pillsbury-Washburn Flou rhe Taunton Building Guild Carmarthen. Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. PILLOW, CHARLES, Victoria- st., Secretary. High Court. 

Mills Co. Ltd Ltd. FRIEDBERG, MARK, Maida Vale. High ¢ ‘ourt. Pet. July 31. Pet. June 14. Ord. Sept. 7 
, os —_ Ord. Aug. 31. RICHARDSON, THOMAS, Darwen, Polish Manufacturer. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, September 11 FUTROFSKY, Morris, Grafton-st., Tottenham _Comt-ct.. Liverpool. Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 5. 
Oil, Seed & Produce Clearing Germinol Products Ltd Ladies’ Outfitter. High Court. Pet. Sept. 4. Ord. | Rosen, Boris, Hounsditch. High Court. Pet. July 28. 

House Insurance Co. Ltd Numac Ltd Sept. 4. Ord. Sept. 6 
Che Bradford Road Trans- The Manchester Road Trans- | GoopMaN, JuLivs, Birmingham, Aluminium Goods Manu- ye _ Tom 8., + me Carrier. Wakefield. 

Lag Clearing House Ltd port Clearing House Ltd facturer. Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 9. Ord. Sept. 3. Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 

Che Birkenhead Road ‘ Che Birmingham Motor Hau HoaG, WILitIAM 8., and Hoag, FRANCES A., Cranham, SHAW, y ee, Whisse ndine, near Oakham, Grocer. 

port Clearing Hous td age Clearing House Ltd Farmers. Gloucester. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. Leicester. Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. ‘Sept. 7 
Warrington Road Transport Liverpool Road ‘Transport | Hows, James, Toft Hill, near Bishop Auckland, Licensed SOAMES, ANNIE M., Ickham, Kent. Canterbury. Pet. Aug. 

Clearing House Ltd. Clearing House Ltd Victualler. Durham. Pet. Sept.5. Ord. Sept. 14. Ord. Sept. 8. —_ 

ries Road Trans- Sheffield Road Cransport | JACKSON, GeorGE, Bramley, Leeds, Farmer. Tees i. Pet. WARNER, SUSANNAH A., Whitstable. Canterbury. Pet. 
earing House Ltd Clearing House Ltd Aug. 25. Ord. Sept. 4. Aug. 14. Ord. Sept. 8. 
Motor ilag The Bolton Road Transport | Joux, Davip, Gorseinon, Glam., Newsagent. Swansea. | WEEDON, W., Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. High Court. 

learing House Lt Clearing House Ltd Pet. Sept. 4. Ord. Sept. 4. Pet. Aug. 31. Ord. Sept. 6. 

The Hull Road ran t Newcastk toad Transport | JoserHs, SARAH, Leeds, Ladies’ Outfitter. Leeds. Pet. WILLIAMS, RosBert P., Criccieth, Watchmaker. Portmadoc. 
I - 

Clearing Hou ‘dl Clearing House Lt Sept. 1. Ord. Sept. 1. Pet. Sept. 6. Ord. Sept. 6. 

Che Cardiff Motor lag The Northampton Road | Knicut, Joseeu, Wood Green, Ladies’ Tailor. Edmonton. Woop.iey, Hernsert E., Brighton, Blind Manufacturer. 

Clearing House Lt fransport Clearing Houx Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. * Brighton. Pet. Sept. 7. Ord. Sept. 7. 

| I Sept : : a , J 4 I , » 
Southampton Road Trans- Ltd. LAVENDER, SARAH J., Brandon, Suffolk, Farmer. Norwich, | WoopWARD, ALFRED, Streatham. Wandsworth. Peb 
I : 
port Clearing House Ltd. The Burton-on-Trent Road Pet. Sept. 3. Ord, Sept, 3, July 12. Ord. Sept. 6. 
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